Triumph of Blackmail 


What in heaven is the matter with us? 

Within a few days four airliners are hi- 
jacked at gunpoint by Arab terrorists and 
made to land at an uncharitable spot in the 
Jordan desert where their passengers and 
crews are held as hostages while the terrorists 
arrogantly lay down their terms to the world 
for their release. Criminals of various kinds, 
including people guilty of piracy on the in- 
ternational air-routes are to go unpunished 
and to be once again set loose so that they 
may continue to practise their profession. 

Ihe Governments of Switzerland and 
Germany meekly comply with these terms 
no sooner have they been issued. In Britain, 
where one of the bandits, Miss Leila Khaled, 
is in custody, we are held in suspense for a 
few days during which some of us are temp- 
ted to cling to the distant hope that our own 
Government might show a little more firm- 
ness in the matter and not kow tow to the 
blackmailers. 

During these days we are treated to an 
exhibition of the liberal opinion media at its 
most typical. Whilst some papers, to their 
credit, label the terrorists and blackmailers 
for what they are, many of them not only go 
to great lengths to counsel appeasement of 
them but in the process do everything possi- 
ble to glamourise them, with gun-toting Leila 
being made the pin-up of the week. As for TV, 
as usual it excels even the exponents of the 
printed word. The thugs who have kept 
innocent women and children frying in the 
stinking desert heat for several days under 
the constant threat of being blown to king- 
dom come — these are interviewed with great 
politeness and subsequently depicted as quite 
nice chaps only doing a job. 

These nice chaps have in the meantime 
set our Government a deadline for the re- 
lease of the girl pirate, after which the host- 
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ages will duly be eliminated. After more 
dither the deadline approaches. By now 
it is clear that Mr. Heath and Co. have 
decided to capitulate, but of course, like 
every similar act made in the name of Britain 
over the past two decades, the capitulation 
has to be presented as non-capitulation. 
While Government officials are pondering 
on how to do this, the terrorists make a 
gesture of their good faith in blowing up the 
four aircraft concerned after having. moved 
their occupants to nearby Amman. On the 
evening before the expiry of the terrorists’ 
ultimatum it is reported that Arab mobs_are 
about to invade the hotel where the hostages 
are being kept. That of course does it. With 
a yelp of fright, the Government assures the 


‘mobs that the girl pirate will be released, 


while at the same time trying to put on arid- 
iculous pretence of firmness by making its 
declaration in the form of a pompously 


and the Worthy Oriental Geritlemen given a 
taste of their own ultimatums. Either all the 
hostages be released within minutes or their 
captives could be quite sure of qualifying 

for the death penalty. Knowing these gentle- 
men not to be imbued with the, Kamikaze 
spirit of their fellow orientals further East, 
it is pretty safe to say that they would not 
have argued. 

That is what we should have done, and 
would have done if we were not governed as 
we are today — by gutless, grovelling mice 
who don’t know what it is to be men. 


U.S.-Soviet Axis 


Not for the first time do we have reason 
to be grateful to the Establishment Press for 
hinting, albeit unintentionally, at the true 
nature and purpose of world events. 

In its editorial of August 30th The Obser- 


Blackmailers dance victoriously over wrecked aircraft. 


worded communique which insists that the 
release must be “‘part of a satisfactory settle- 
ment.” This ‘satisfactory settlement” doesnot 
by the way include any payment of damages 
by the terrorists to insurance companies of 
the near £20 million involved in the destruc- 
tion of the planes. Complete victory for the 
terrorists. Complete humiliation for Britain 
and the other Western powers. It is once and 
for all established that piracy and blackmail 
pay off, with all the implications for the 
future that that carries. 

This abject exercise in having our noses 
rubbed in the desert sand will of course be 
defended by a lot of people with the plea 
“what else could we have done?” For the 
benefit of such people, let us spell out what 
we could have done and should have done. 

We should, within hours of hearing of 
the landings in the desert, have dispatched a 
couple of paratroop batallions to the area 
accompanied by airborne light armour. 
‘Revolution Airport,’ as it was so quaintly 
called, should have been quickly surrounded 


ver said: “The disclosure last week by 
White House officials that the United States. 
is prepared to participate with the Soviet 
Union in a direct peace-keeping role in the 
Middle East has implications that go far be- 
yond the Middle East itself. It has always 
been clear that an essential ingredient of 
any Middle East peace settlement must be 
an agreement by the US and the Soviet 
Union to endorse it and, if necessary, to 
guarantee it militarily 
“But the Middle East is only the most 
urgent example of a principle which has a 
world-wide significance: that a stable inter- 
national order requires as its basis an under- 
standing between the two Super Powers. 
The balance of power between them has 
partially stablised their own direct relation- 
ship, but it is not enough. They must move 
towards active co-operation to prevent or 
limit all wars, if the dangers of an accidental 
nuclear conflict are to be avoided.” 
There are, miraculously enough, still a 
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great many political children in the ranks of 
the older parties who see the division 
of the world as being one between ‘East’ 
and ‘West’, with the United States as cham- 
pion, protector and guarantor of the free- 
doms of all nations bracketed among the 

latter. Yet the true position is that ever 
since the time of Woodrow Wilson the areas 
in which the US and Soviets have played a 
complementary role have been far greater 
and more reaching in their effects than 
those in which they have been in conflict. 
If it be argued that their alliance of 1942-45 
was forced by the mutual threat of the Axis, 
the same argument could not be applied to 

the way in which they divided the world up 
between them at Yalta and Potsdam at the 
expense of Britain and the other great imp- 
erial powers. Since 1945 in fact the Cold 
War and the state of nerves that it has bred 
have been a godsend to each. On either side 
the supposed ‘threat’ of the other has been 
the pretext for the integration of armed 
forces, economies and political systems de- 
manded by the all powerful promotors of 
internationalism. The Cold War between 

‘East’ and ‘West’ is no more than a myth. 
The-real conflict in the world is between 
internationalism, with its Eastern and West- 
ern branches, and the free rights of nations. 
As the internationalists have most of the 
‘Western’ press on their side (and none more 
passionately so than The Observer) such an 
editorial plea should cause no surprise. It 
simply fits in with the overall design that 
dominates modern politics. And it is only 
with that design in mind that the post-war 
abdication of British world power can be 
understood. 


More Government Dither 


Last month we commented on _ the 
pitiful vaccilation of the new Government 
on the question of arms to South Africa. 
We are still waiting for the Government to act. 

The latest news is that Mr. Heath has 
been scratching around Commonwealth cir- 
cles trying to explain why certain arms 
should go to South Africa but promising 
that certain others would not. Two weeks 
ago the Kenya Foreign Minister, Dr. Mungai, 
was asked to go to No. 10 so that our 
Prime Minister could plead his case to him 
on this score. Also it is believed that Mr. 
Heath hopes to attend the 25th anniversary 
celebrations of the United Nations in New 
York this autumn and does not want the 
jollity of the occasion to be marred by a row 
about the arms. 

As for Sir Alec Douglas Home, it is 
reported that he is so upset by the op- 
position that has come from the Afro- 
Asian bloc that he now wishes to call off the 
whole deal. 

Such are the bulldog defenders of British 
interests that the electorate has put into 
power to replace Wilson, Stewart and Co., 
is there much hope that this Government 
will be treated with any less contempt by 
the nations of the world than its pre- 


decessors? 

Any Government with an ounce of 
gumption and leadership, let alone a con- 
cern for the interests of the country it is 
supposed to govern, would have stood up 
and said to these agitators two months ago: 
“Yes, we are selling arms to South Africa — 
not only certain arms but all kinds of arms 
that South Africa asks for, and this is a mat- 
ter that is strictly the business of Britain and 
South Africa and no-one else. You may 
scream and yell and foam at the mouth for 
as long as you wish — we are not budging 
from this policy because we have decided 
that it is a policy that is in our best in- 
terests and in the best interests of law and 
order in Africa. That is the end of it. If you 
propose to boycott as a result, you can 
start off by boycotting the hundreds of mil- 
lions of pounds of aid that we give you 
every year.” That is what a self-respecting 
British Government would have said, but 
perhaps only imbeciles of the first magnitude 
would ever have expected this Government 
to say it. 


Ban ALL Troublemakers 


The decision of the Home Office to cut 
short the stay in Britain of Herr Rudi Dutsch- 
ke, West Germany’s leading student trouble- 
maker, has naturally been greeted with howls 
of protest from the Left. This violates the 
tradition of tolerance for which we have a 
reputation in Britain,” they say. “Britain 
has always opened its doors in welcome to 
people whom other lands have kept out.” 

Yes, one is ; 
prompted to say, 
and haven’t we 
paid the price! In 
the 18th Century 
we admitted 
Chaim Salomon, 
who used his for- 
tune made here 
to finance the re- 
bellious American 
colonists. In the - 
19th Century ; 
there were Marx 
and Engels and # 
hundreds of oth- 
ers who used the 
facilities tolerant- 
ly provided for 
them in Britain 
to set civilisation 
on fire,and whose 
descendants: to- 22 a ee 
day provide one of the largest elements a- 
mong Communist and subversive groups in 
the country. In recent times.we have wel- 
comed students from every point around the 
compass and they have repaid our hospitality 
by bringing violence and anarchy to our 
universities. 

As long ago as 1929 A. H. Lane, in his 
book The Alien Menace, wrote: “None of 
these elements lose an opportunity to abuse 
the tolerance which we have accorded them; 
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their influence and activities are devoted to 
the promulgation of disloyal, seditious and 
revolutionary teachings. They are eternally 
seeking to replace patriotism and nationalism 
by pacifism and internationalism. These 
people are corrupting our young, and they 
constitute a dangerous and weakening ele- 
ment in our midst.” 

In the earlier years of this century the 
gang that organised the Russian Revolution 
were hounded out of various European cities 
where they tried to hold their party con- 
ferences. Only when they got to dear old 
London were they allowed to stay and con- 
fer. Had we displayed a less ‘liberal’ attitude 
then civilisation might have been spared the 
worst blow it has ever suffered and the world 
might now be more grateful to us. As it was, 
British tolerance prevailed and these crim- 
inals proceeded with their plans of destruc- 
tion. 

The British public has grown sick and 
tired of every kind of undesirable being ad- 
mitted to our shores in the name of ‘toler- 
ance’ and ‘liberalism’. It is high time that we 
did what all sensible countries do: carefully 
screen all aliens who come here and send 
packing any and every one of them with a 
known record of agitation, subversion and 
civil disorder. 


Home Ownership 


The rampaging progress of American and 
other foreign investors into the ownership 
of British industry is frequently defended on 
the grounds that it is essential to industrial 
prosperity. In this respect it is interesting 
to reflect on recent news from Japan. 

Last month the foreign investment 
council in Tokyo submitted a report to the 
Japanese Premier recommending that 323 
industrial sectors of the country hitherto 
closed to foreign investment should be made 
open, also that in other sectors the ceiling 
percentage of foreign investment in Japanese 
companies be raised from 20 to 25 per-cent. 
At the same time it did not go as far as re- 
commending any change in the rule that no 
single foreign person or company may acq- 
uire more than 7 per-cent of the shares of a 
Japanese company. 

Meanwhile, the council proposed a 
“liberalization”’ of the rules which limit the 
amount of money that Japanese companies 
are allowed to invest abroad. 

To orthodox economists in Britain, 
brought up to believe in the benefits of the 
free flow of capital across frontiers, these 
limits that have been operating in Japan 
must seem astonishing. Yet if the proof of 
the pudding be in the eating the post-war 
economic performance of that country con- 
trasted with our own must provide serious 
food for thought. Is the fantastic success of 
Japan not a confirmation that a nationalistic 
economic policy is more than just a matter 
of waving the flag but is also much better 
business? ; 

The Japanese would probably do well to 
keep the ‘liberalizers’ at bay! 
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A COMPUTER estimates seven to nine mil- 
lion coloureds in Britain within fifty years. 
The survey was undertaken by Clifford 
Thomas of the Faculty of Social Sciences at 
Southampton University, who used the 
grossly underestimated statistics of the In- 
stitute of Race Relations. A more accurate 
forecast on actual present figures would be 
around twelve million coloured immigrants 
in fifty years. 


ARRESTED for his part in an Anti-Vietnam 
War rally, Patrick O’Keefe of Marylebone ad- 
mitted running into a crowd of people at a 
bus stop and shouting: “You imperialist 
pigs. We will kill you.” 


TOM OKELLO ODONGO, former Secretary 
of the banned Kenya People’s Union, was re- 
leased from prison last month. First words 
on his release were praise for British colonial 
pioneers and the comment “We are unwilling 
to accept the idea that it is we ourselves who 
are responsible for most of our problems”. 
Odongo had been jailed for subversion and 
on this form should be back behind bars 
shortly. 


A SIKH living in Bedford alleges that he was 
invited into a house where his beard and 
moustache were cut off. Bedford police are 
scrutinising statute books looking for an ap- 
propriate charge. 


MEANWHILE, Pakistani barbers are planning 
a nationwide protest against “insults to their 
honourable art”. They are fed up having to 
trim the locks of customers’ buffaloes as a 
free extra. 


EAST GERMANY revealed last month that 
the Berlin Wall was built to “block the way 
of the West German imperialists, who aimed 
to roll over East Germany ”’. 


SCIENTIST Raymond Cattell, an English- 
man now teaching at Illinois University, has 
coined a new word: ignoracist. “‘A racist,” 
he explains, “is one who believes his race is 
better than any other and an ignoracist one 
who believes there must be no possible men- 
tal racial differences.” 


MADMAN Alfred Johnson was sent to Broad- 
moor for cutting the throats of his mother, 
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sister and the family cat and dog. Security 
at British mental institutions being what it is, 
Johnson was able to obtain the materials to 
build a laser-beam machine capable of cutting 
through half-inch steel. The machine was dis- 
covered at Broadmoor only after Johnson’s 
death by an officer who switched it on and 
nearly killed himself. 


MILITARY OBSERVERS and hippies expect 
a great new happening after revelations that 
pilots of America’s nuclear B-52 bombers 
have been flying under the influence of pot 
and LSD. 


REACTIONARY attitudes of the Communist 
Morning Star on how to deal with skinheads 
have come under attack from its readers. 
The paper had complained that skinheads are 
totally lacking in class attitudes. The remedy 
was to “smack their bottoms”. Not so, in- 
sists correspondent Leon Silver of Bromley 
Young Communist League. “We will only 
smash the National Front and Powellism by 
working with might and main among skin- 
heads, Hell’s Angels, and all young people to 
awaken working-class consciousness and soli- 
darity, and win them for our struggle for 
Socialism.” 


“IT MAKE NO APOLOGIES to the Race Re- 
lations Board, but in this city most of the 
prostitutes are white ‘and most of the ponces 
are coloured,” said solicitor Graham Beales 
to Nottingham magistrates recently. 


BLACK pop singer Jimmy Cliff is quite suc- 
cessful. He reckons to earn £10,000 a year 


singing — a figure, it seems, insufficient to 
live on. Cliff was convicted at Willesden 
Magistrates Court for living on the immoral 
earnings of a prostitute and given a suspended 
sentence of six months. 


THE TORY PARTY is consistent. It doesn’t 
matter if you’re as black as the Ace of 
Spades: you CAN come to Britain IF you’re 
the right class of person, old chap. A group 
of Tory MPs are demanding an end to restric- 
tions on Kenya Asians entering Britain on the 
grounds that “they are. middle-class in their 
attitudes and could make a contribution to 
Britain’s economy”. 


THE GREAT CULTURAL REVOLUTION 
is moving forward — particularly in the field 
of literature. OUT goes old favourite Berth- 
old Brecht: a Maoist pamphlet about him is 
entitled Brecht: Socialist or Sewer Rat. IN 
comes new boy William Shakespeare: some 
good words for him in another pamphlet, 
Essays on Shakespeare: A Maoist Examin- 
ation. 


BUREAUCRATIC MANIACS of the Com- 
mon Market Civil Service have enacted 25,000 
rules since 1962. These are mainly for agri- 
culture, but equal numbers can be expected 
for other aspects of the Common Market. 
One more sane reason why Britain should 
keep out of Europe. 


Can you solve this problem posed by 
the Southall Chamber of Commerce and 
published in the Evening Vews? Send your 
solution to the Southall Chamber of Com- 
merce, Manor House, The Green, Southall, 
and save them the trouble and expense of an 
investigation. Clue: the solution is contained 
in the photograph beneath. Can you spot it? 


Why don’t you 
like us ? 


Southall Chamber of Com- 
merce is to investigate why so 
many people are moving from 
the area, and why so many 


local shops and factories are 
closing. 
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WHAT BETTER SOLUTION? 


THE CASE FOR SOUTH AFRICA (David De Villiers) Tom Stacey Ltd. 7s. 


Opinion in this country on South Africa 
can probably be said to fall into three 
categories: first, the venom of the com- 
mitted Left, which nothing will change; 
second, the firm sympathy of the committed 
Right, which also will not change; finally, 
the uncertainty of those in the middle, 
objective in their thinking and out to ob- 
tain a fair and reasoned picture before 
making up their minds. This latter body 
of opinion, which is by far the largest in 
Britain, probably feels that the South African 
leaders are not the villains that they are 
made out to be, that there may be some 
point in their policies (in view of our own 
local experience of, some of their problems), 
but that certain features in the execution 
of those policies seem at times a little 
harsh. 

The Case for South Africa, written by 
an eminent Afrikaner lawyer, addresses itself 
to this objective majority. It is not the 
first book so to do, but it bids well to be 
one of the best. Just about every field of 
South African life is examined, not from a 
point of view of arrogant self-congratulation 
but with an attitude of humility which 
admits. that White South Africans are fal- 
lible just like anyone else. As Professor 
C. A. W. Manning says in the foreword, the 
theme of the book should be compressed 
into a single short sentence: “We have a 
problem.” The author stresses the existence 
of a problem in South Africa and simply 
tries to show how that problem is tackled, 
not by gods or supermen, but by ordinary 
people with ordinary faults and in con- 
sequence sometimes tackled wrongly. Nor 
does he attempt to deny that the policies 
that have become part of the South African 
way of life create some hardship for a few 
people. “But in what country,” it is asked, 
“does legislation enacted in the general 
interest create no hardship for the few?” 
The key question of the book follows: 
“If what we are doing is not ideal, what 
better solution can be offered?” 

This latter question can only be properly 
examined in the context of a factual know- 
ledge of the South African situation, and this 
the author provides admirably. First comes 
a brief history of South Africa, which shows 
that there never was any question of the 
Europeans coming as conquerors and dis- 
possessing the native inhabitants. Then 
there is an analysis of the ethnic breakdown 
of the population, which shows that South 
Africa is really faced with a similar problem 
as those who aimed at the self-determination 
of the nations of Europe earlier this century, 
except that, even more than in Europe, there 
is a confusion arising from the fact that 
ethnic boundaries do not correspond to 


territorial boundaries. South Africa recog- 
nises that her population does not represent 
one nation but several nations. These 
nations are to be given self-determination 
just as it was the object to do with the 
nations of Europe, but local problems of 
geography together with the interdependence 
of different groups within the economy 
make this procéss much slower and more 
difficult. 

Considerable attention is given to the 
threat to law and order in South Africa and 
to the attendant encroachment of Com- 
munism. Here a criticism might be made of 
the book that it does not appear to recog- 
nise sufficiently the Western (as distinct 


from the Chinese or Russian) influences at 
work in promoting subversive activity, but 
enough is said to establish that South Africa 
has faced a genuine state of emergency in 
recent years and that extra-stringent pre- 
cautions have had to be taken to deal with it. 

The sporting controversy is dealt with 
at length, and the author gives several 
examples of the pains that have been taken 
to provide good sports facilities for non- 
whites as well as whites, although it could 
be said that while the case for segregated 
sport is stated it is not stated strongly 
enough. 

All in all, The Case for South Africa 
provides a wealth of facts and figures whilst 
sensibly avoiding an overcongestion of them; 
at the sdme time it provides a basis of 
reasoning that is well chosen and strikes the 
right balance between firmness and courtesy. 
On the whole, a good book to present to 
one of the fair minded. but inadequately 
informed majority in this country. 


OUR NATURAL PARTNERS 


ALTERNATIVE TO THE COMMON MARKET (Frank Clifford) Links Publications. 3s. 


The case against Europe, which is a case 
that this journal has always supported, is too 
often presented in vague and negative terms, 
with no firm commitment to an alternative 
course of action, less still with proposals as 
to how such a course should be made to 
work. 


For this reason Alternative to the Com- . 


mon Market is to be welcomed, with the 
qualifying observation that it is incomplete. 
The author’s theme is that of a close streng- 
thening of links with Australia and New 
Zealand, countries which he knows himself 
first hand. These two countries, particularly 
the former, have almost all the primary pro- 
ducts that Britain needs. Britain, on the 
other hand, can. supply all the secondary 
products which they need, as well as tech- 
nical expertise, investment and, not least, 
people! The latter. factor occupies major 
attention in the booklet. 

What is advocated is an emigration rate 
from Britain to the Antipodes of half a 
million a year, which, if sustained, will grad- 
ually reduce our own poputation problem, 
which is one of surplus, and those of 
Australia and New Zealand, which are ones 
of shortage. Such a scheme might appear 
ambitious to some people today, but it is less 
impractical than many other schemes put 
forward for the solution of the same problem; 

The incompleteness of the theme lies in 
the fact that other countries with whom the 
same relationship is desirable and possible 
are not taken sufficiently into account, 
Canada, South Africa and Rhodesia in part- 
icular. The .author does make passing 
reference to other lands of the White Com- 
monwealth or ex-Commonwealth but points 


out that the complementary factors linking 
us with Australia are extra strong. One can 
appreciate this point, while feeling neverthe- 
less that the restoration of bonds with our 
cousins and partners would not be well 
served by our appearing to rate some in 
higher categories of priority than others. 

However, Mr. Clifford, who is a lifelong 
supporter of patriotic causes and a current 
member of the Directorate of the National 
Front, has contributed in this small work to 
an encouragement to us to examine the 
practical workings of a British world system, 
and that is something which we must cer- 
tainly do. 


Grace Woods Fund 


We are delighted to announce that the 
Grace Woods Defence Fund, opened last 


month, has so far realised the figure of 
£50. 8. Od. On behalf of Miss Woods, we 


sincerely thank all those who have donated. 


‘Facts’ Available 


Facts, the hard hitting National Front 
broadsheet, is now available in its second 
edition. All orders should be sent to NF 
Office, 92 Fleet Street, London, E.C.4. 
Cost is: 5d. each plus 4d. postage; Bulk: 
£10 per 1,000 plus postage. 


Why We Are Late 


We sincerely apologise for the lateness in 
publication of this issue, which is especially 
regretted in view of our promise to deliver 
early in the month. A breakdown in the 
typesetting equipment is responsible. 
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AVOID THE BLIND 
ALLEYorTORYISN!! 


THE pioneers of a new political party must in any country expect to have to battle against the usual artillery that can be employed by the 
mighty and established against the weak and unestablished: propaganda, broadcast in such volume and backed with such weight of money 
that any reply to it is like a muffled bleat in the wilderness; the dead weight of apathy, which in all times.except those of genuinely revolu- 
tionary ferment is the faithful ally of those in power; not least, the ultimate weapon of violence, which can destroy freedom of dissent in 
practice even if the law upholds it in theory, and which is particularly effective when established authority gives the green light to it by refus- 


ing to prosecute the organisers. 

We have fought against all these factors 
of obstruction and have overcome them, 
slowly but steadily. In Britain, however, 
there is an additional factor which we must 
also overcome, and it is perhaps the most 
difficult of all. 

The electoral system in our country, 
has divided effective parliamentary power 
between two major parties. Any other 
party cannot, as in most coun- 
tries on the Continent of Europe, get a few 
representatives into Parliament on _ the 
strength of an aggregate national vote and 
then from that base build gradually upwards; 
it must obtain the largest vote of any of the 
parties in a particular electoral area., Whilst 
this is certainly possible, the time, effort and 
patience needed to accomplish it has deterred 
most would-be fighters for change. A habit 
of thinking has become formed in Britain 
that only through the two leading parties 
that have shared power over the past half 
century is it possible, and therefore worth 
trying, to do anything. 


PARALYSIS 


The effect of the habit is an almost total 
paralysis of political life in Britain. Where 
great reforms are needed the task of building 
an entirely new movement powerful enough 
to carry them through is intimidating, parti- 
cularly to people conditioned to seek easy 
and short-term solutions to problems. Men 
therefore turn, as ever, towards the two big 
party machines, at first closing their nostrils 
to the stench of betrayal, deceit and stag- 
nation and quietly resolving to work for 
betterment ‘within’, but with the passing of 
time getting sucked into the system and con- 
ditioned to its attitudes — so imperceptibly 
that they don’t even notice it themselves. 
Age may dim the reforming spirit; ambition 
may corrupt the conscience; the vanities of 
office and sheer enjoyment of the political 
game may put off till tomorrow the stand 
that should be made today. It could be any 
one or all of these things. The result is the 
same: instead of good men using the system— 
it uses them! 

Naturally, this habit of thinking is most 
convenient for the big two, and naturally 
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they do everything possible to encourage it. 

The factor working against all progress in 
Britain today is that popular reaction against 
the ever more obvious lunacies of the poli- 
tical left becomes channelled automatically 
towards the political right, which in this 
country means to most people the Tory 
Party. The trouble is that in the question of 
what the ‘right’ really represents the thinking 
of ordinary people is widely at variance with 
the true philosophy of the Tories. Most 
people support and vote for the Tories be- 
lieving them to be something entirely 
different from what they are in reality, but 
even in the case of those not so enamoured 
the habit that we have examined comes into 
play. Power other than through Tory or 
Labour is thought to be inconceivable. 
People opt in with the Tories saying to them- 
selves, with Enoch Powell, “where else is 
there to go?” 

It is the latter kind of person that re- 
presents the better element in British politics, 
at least potentially. He may not be happy 
with Tory policies as they are, but he is 
convinced that the party as an institution is 
representative of all that is best in the British 
tradition and the only true guardian of the 
national interest. His hope is that through 
the influence of himself and those who think 
like him Toryism can be purged of its ‘uncon- 
servative’ elements and gradually reoriented 
back towards being a genuine instrument of 
national regeneration. 

In fact he is labouring under a tragic 
delusion. 


DELUSION EXAMINED 


To examine this delusion it is best that 
we do our well intentioned Tory the credit 
of assuming that he will be successful in at 
least part of his objective — that he will in- 
crease the influence of ‘right-wingers’ in the 
party and correspondingly reduce the in- 
fluence of liberals and revisionists. This will 
not necessarily happen, as many people will 
testify who have been trying the same thing 
themselves for years. .Once one penetrates 
the deeper recesses of Tory power one finds 
that those who hold key positions in the 
party owe almost everything to mysterious 


hidden torces of patronage and almost noth- 
ing to support among the grass roots. How- 
ever, should these barriers be to some extent 
overcome let us examine where our ‘right- 
wingers’ will then stand. 

They will stand first of all in the pillories 
of press vituperation and as the objects of a 
barrage of similar abuse by the powers of 
broadcasting. They will stand in a very 
parallel position to that of Barry Goldwater 
during the brief time that he captured the 
Rebulican Party in America. Goldwater’s 
crucifixion by the public media was too 
much for one to bear who had a very limited 
base of popular support by virtue of appeal- 
ing almost exclusively to the prosperous 
middle classes. He lost the 1964 Election by 
a landslide and his party returned to the safe 
custody of its liberals for the next generation. 
The lesson of this experience was (1) that the 
public media constitute a power in politics 
today that is at least as great as the power of 
any party and that therefore any scheme to 
alter the balance of power in a country must 
take them into consideration, as they can 
make and unmake the fortunes of parties at 
will; and (2) that any politician hoping to 
obtain effective power must obtain a very 
broad foundation of support from each of the 
main classes. 


MEDIA DECISIVE 


If the second condition is obtained it may 
do something towards countering the in- 
fluence of the media, for, as Lincoln said, 
you cannot fool all of the people all of the 
time. But without this condition the media 
will be decisive. 

The trouble with every healthy trend of 
thinking within the Tory Party is that it is 
liable to run up against the solid ranks of 
partisans who claim that it will not be 
‘popular’ and will therefore harm election 
chances. This is true in a certain context. 
First of all, it is the media that decide to so 
great an extent what is ‘popular’ and what is 
not, and assuredly the right trends of think- 
ing in the Tory Party will not be ‘popular’’ 
where the media are concerned. Secondly, 
while ideas relating to specific issues may 
well be highly popular with a wide section 


of the electorate, including many who are 
not by habit Tories, popularity at elections 
depends on the composite image of the party 
as awhole. The question that Tories have to 
ask is: what policies will be popular as a 
whole with these sections of the electorate 
that might conceivably vote for us? Powel- 
lite race policies may win, and obviously 
have won, much sympathy among London’s 
dockers. But this is no use as long as those 
dockers are disposed by every other con- 
sideration to vote Labour. In the present 
situation Tory electoral prospects depend 
not on dockers or any other part of the 
community which by reason of class super- 
stition votes repeatedly against them but on 
that mercurial factor that determines all 
modern elections — the floating voter. It is 
the floating voter who is most swayed by the 
media and who is probably most frightened 
by any suggestion of a firm and uncompro- 
mising policy of right or left. 

In this continual conflict that goes on 
within the Tory Party — a conflict that is 
by no means new — the ‘right-wingers’ might 
be more effective were they to succeed in 
moblising a really firm body of opinion 
behind them which would not budge what- 
ever the pressure, but this is just where they 
seem to repeatedly fail. Having gathered to 
their ranks all kinds of apparently powerful 
elements of support, they find that at the 
crucial moment most of these elements sim- 
ply melt away into nothingness. The reason 
for this lies not in the soundness or unsoun- 
dness of specific ideas but entirely in the 
limitations of human character and resolu- 
tion, and here we must acknowledge a 
phenomenon that seems to be endemic in 
politics throughout the Western democracies 
but particularly in Britain. 


BOURGEOIS 


Most of us are understandably hesitant 
in recognising the marxist concept of a 
‘bourgeois’ class, with definable values and 
patterns of behaviour. To do so seems too 
much of a concession to leftist jargon. Yet 
we should not be blinded by the lies of the 
left to the existence among them of an 
isolated truth. There does exist such a class 
within every modern industrialised nation, it 
does have certain characteristics and it is in 
Britain the principal element that sustains 
the Tory Party. 

Whatever its very solid qualities, the class 
termed ‘bourgeois’ does tend to have one 
significant defect: it is not en masse notable 
for its courage, fighting spirit and dedication 
over matters political. This may be due more 
than anything else to simply a basic decency 
and consequently a reluctance to be com- 
mitted firmly in such an indecent struggle as 
modern politics. Whatever the reasons, this 
class, though it may produce outstanding 
initiators and leaders of political reform, 
seldom supplies sufficient troops to fight 
beside them. 

The result is that every project aimed at 


a national resurgence, so long as it chooses 
the Tory Party as its instrument and the 
‘bourgeoisie’ as it campaigning batallions, 
fails utterly to become a movement in the 
true sense required to turn the balance of 
political power in Britain. 

To understand why we need such a 
movement, and not just a genteel political 
club, it is necessary to consider the nature of 
the thing we are fighting. 


INTERNATIONAL ORGANISATION 


We are not just fighting a small group of 
rather stupid people at the head of this or 
that party, as many Tories seem to think. 
We are fighting a massively powerful inter- 
national organisation, or complex of organi- 
sations, which knows exactly what its object- 
ives are and is prepared to stop at nothing to 
attain them; which has in its grasp all the 
modern apparatus of political power, be- 
ginning with control of most of the world’s 
money and by means of that extending down 
through the agencies of propaganda and 
thought control, espionage and assassination, 
industrial unrest and street violence, and 
which has at its service a sizable number of 
people who are fanatics at their particular 
vocation. 

To have any chance of effectively com- 
batting such organisation we need to have an 
organisation of our own able to resist 1t in 
all the fields where it wields power and with 
our. own brand of fanaticism, a controlled 
and sane fanaticism which abides by the law 
but which is as deeply felt as that of its ad- 
versaries. Such an organisation, or move- 
ment, is possible by only one means: it must 
reach out to the whole masses. 

One continually hears apologies for the 
Tory Party say that, whatever it present de- 
ficiencies, it is the body where. a true reser- 
voir of patriotic opinion resides. The answer 
to this could be: Yes indeed! Butis it not also 
the case with Labour? Has it not occured to 
you that the majority of working men and 
women who vote Socialist also constitute an 
immense reservoir of patriotic sentiment — if 
only someone tried seriously to find out why 


they vote as they do and to isolate them. 


from their internationalist deceivers and 


exploiters? 


TOOLS 


Is it not a fact that the reason why 
Britain’s manual working classes have be- 
come tools of Socialism, Communism and 
internationalism lies in the criminal negli- 
gence of the Tories and ‘bourgeoisie’ in 
allowing them to do so? 

Is it not perfectly conceivable that with 
correct leadership these masses of people can 
become as much a prop of a patriotic 
revival as the white collar citizens of Chelten- 
ham and Surbiton? 

Those who look only to the Tory Party 
and Toryism are cutting themselves off from 
half the people of this country, and perhaps 


the strongest half at that. We have got to go 
for the whole of the population of this 
country and draw the strongest elements 
from every sector of it. 

This not only applies in the day to day 
struggle of building our movement; it applies 
also in the practical field of electoral power. 

Protagonists of the Tory path are con- 
tinually pointing to the fact that they can 
get men into Parliament at the present time 
while we have very little chance of doing so. 
This certainly is true and we will acknow- 
ledge that in the short term we have no 
prospect of power of that kind. But what of 
the long term? 

The long term certainty is that the Tory 
Party, even if the ‘right-wingers’ happened 
to become the dominant force in it, would 
still be inhibited from truly effective action, 
as well as being precariously placed in its 
tenure of office, by the peculiar balance of 
power in Britain. 

So long as the Tories are isolated by 
their image, composition and psychology 
from the working masses, Labour will always 
hold equal weight of balance in the system 
and will be in power for about half the time. 
For its own electoral success the Tory Party 
will have to, as in the past, court the floating 
voter — with all that that entails. 


ONLY HOPE 


But in fact the only permanent hope of 
getting Britain on her feet lies in the emer- 
gence of a political party that can gain a 
sufficient majority following among both 
main classes to achieve a long and secure 
supremacy on the political scene—a position 
similar to that of the Nationalist Party in 
South Africa, the Socialist Party in Sweden 
or, nearer home, the Unionist Party in 
Northern Ireland. This is necessary to give 
the ruling party the long term freedom of 
action that it needs, as well to sink the left. 

Such a party cannot be shaped by a trans- 
formation of Toryism. Just the name, to 
begin with, would militate against it. It 
must embody an entirely new political con- 
cept, incorporating the patriotic and tradi- 
tionalist elements of Troyism with a truly 
modern economic programme and a social 
philosophy able to spell an end to class war 
and unite the whole nation. 

We are then faced with these two alter- 
natives: to pursue a little bit of power in 
the short term by means of the Tory Party- 
but never power of the kind needed to get 
this country out of the rut in which she has 
been stuck for so long; or we can choose the. 
long term objective of building an entirely 
new type of party which will be able to 
transform the whole British political scene. 

The latter course is, as acknowledged at 
the beginning of this analysis, intimidating 
in the difficulties and struggles it involves. 
But, all things considered, it is the only way 
in the end to get what we want and do what 
needs tobe done — given all the factors of 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


Indian Immigrants 


Its name: BHARDYA DAL. 


its aim: 


Their hero: a killer 


West Indian Immigrants are not the only 
racial minority in Britain to form revolution- 
ary terrorist organisations. For more than a 
year anti-British fanatics in the Indian com- 
munity have been forming a semi-secret 
organisation called Bhardya Dal — an off- 
shoot of a notorious terrorist movement 
called the Bhardya Kirdi Dal, established in 
India after the First World War. 

Bhardya Dal, like its parent body, 
preaches one message: revolution by means 
of assassination. 

Details of this organisation have been 
known to us for some time, and have been 
communicated to the Authorities, but no 
action has been taken by them, perhaps 
because we were unable to supply documen- 
tary evidence. Such documentary evidence 
has now come into our hands, and we 
publish it herewith. 

This documentary evidence is in the 
form of the August 1970 issue of a Punjabi 
language magazine called Outcry, published 
by the Bhardya Mazdoor Subha (another 
name for Bhardya Dal). Together with a 
photograph of the front page of Outcry and 
a translation of relevant contents, we also 
publish details of two Bhardya Dal meetings. 

Throughout all this evidence it should be 
noted that the Bhardya Dal incites its 
followers to copy the example of a man 
called Udham Singh, who assassinated three 
Crown officials in 1940 and whose photo- 
graph appears on the front page of Outcry. 
It is significant that the Bhardya Dal should 
choose to make Udham Singh a cult figure 
among Indians in Britain, for while its 
parent body, the Bhardya Kirdi Dal, pro- 
duced numerous assassins who were con- 
victed and hanged for their crimes, Udham 
Singh was unique in that he came to Britain 
in order to carry out his murders! 

Information concerning the Bhardya Dal 
has been given by us to the Authorities 
twice — once directly, and once via a mem- 
ber of the House of Lords who is an acknow- 
ledged expert on Coloured Immigration 
matters. In a letter to the present writer he 
stated: “I have handed the information on 
to the CID since there is probably enough 
that is correct in it to make it important for 
them to see it.” 

Now that we are able to confirm this 
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information with documentary proof, there 
is no longer any excuse for inaction on the 
part of the Authorities. If the Queen’s 
Peace and the lives of her loyal subjects — 
both Black and White — are to be protected, 
Bhardya Dal must be crushed now. 


Fanatics swore 
revenge after 
bloody riots 


The Bhardya Kirdi Dal came into being 
as a result of the ‘inspiration’ given by the 
Russian revolution. Lenin.had been able to 
conquer Russia by means of violent revo- 
lution because Russia had been weakened 
by the First World War. Britain had also 
been weakened by that war, and therefore 
it was hoped the British Raj in India could 
be overthrown in the same way. 

Such reasoning led to the fomentation 
of rioting in the Punjab. So serious did the 
rioting become that the Lieutenant Governor 
of the province, Sir Michael O’Dwyer, was 
obliged to employ troops to restore order. 
On April 13th 1919, at Jallianwalabagh, 
Amritsar, there was a bloody confrontation 
which resulted in the deaths of 2,000 rioters. 

Bhardya Kirdi Dal fanatics never forgave 
Sir Michael O’Dwyer for what they called 
the “massacre of innocent people’, and 
determined to exact revenge on him, no 
matter how long it took — but they also 
decided to revise their tactics. Realising 
that the Raj could not be toppled by mass 
confrontations, it embarked on a campaign 
of systematic assassinations of Raj officials. 
A notable example of this campaign was the 
murder of the Assistant Police Superintendant 
of Lahore, Mr. Saunders, by one Bhagat 
Singh, on December 17th 1928. 

Twenty years after the Jallianwalabagh 
incident the Bhardya Kirdi Dal managed to 
send to Britain one of its most zealous 
terrorists, Udham Singh. He attended a 
meeting of the Royal Central Asian Society 
in London on March 13th 1940, and shot 
dead Sir Michael and two of his colleagues. 


REVOLUTION BY AS 


A Photostat of Outcry, 
The shocking 
magazine of 

Bhardya Dal. 


Udham Singh was tried and convicted of 
this triple murder and was hanged on August 
Ist of the same year. 

The Bhardya Kirdi Dal did not disband 
when India achieved independence, for it 
had been making war not only on the British 
Raj but also on Ghandi and Nehru, who it 
considered had prolonged the life of the 
Raj and who were “sycophants of British 
Imperialism”’. 

The Nehru Government gave short shrift 
to those who supported the Bhardya Kirdi 
Dal and many of them were obliged to take 
advantage of the British Nationality Act and 
fly to Britian, often under cover of false 
names. Eventually enough Bhardya Kirdi 
Dal supporters had come to Britain to make 
the formation of a brarich of the movement 
feasible. And so, last year, the Bhardya Dal 
came into being. 


orm Murder Gang 


AND IT’S AT LARGE IN BRITAIN TODAY. 


ASSINATION. 


Occupying place 

of honour on the 
front page — murderer 
Udham Singh. 


“Eliminate Powell’ 


A meeting of Bhardya Dal organisers 
took place in the Library of the Indian 
Workers’ Association in Southall, Middlesex, 
on Friday April 10th of this year. 

Attending the meeting were Dawarka 
Das Kakkar of 73 Cranleigh Gardens, South- 
all; Ved Parkash Rehbar of 156 Beaconsfield 
Road, Southall; Chandar Shiekhar Singh 
Sandha of 29 Portland Road, Southall and 
S.N. Bhardwaj of 13 Windsor Road, Southall. 

Bhardwaj was at that time Cultural 
Secretary of the Indian Workers’ Association 
and later stood, unsuccessfully, for the 
General Secretaryship of the IWA on the 
Bhardya Dal ticket. He is employed as a 
teacher in the Southall area. Kakkar was at 
one time employed as a translator in Court 
cases involving Indian Immigrants, but was 
dropped as a result of his political activities. 

At this meeting it was proposed that if 
Mr. Enoch Powell was “eliminated”, then 
there would be no further trouble about 
getting more Indian Immigrants into Britain. 
In the context of this discussion the murder 
of Sir Michael O’Dwyer by Udham Singh was 
brought up. It was stated, to general agree- 
ment: “Udham Singh was a hero. He has 
given us our example. We should follow his 
footprints verbatim.” 

The meeting also agreed that the Ghandi 
memorial in London should be “dismantled”. 
This should be done, it was agreed, because 
such an action would cause a diplomatic 


incident and because it would inflame Indian 
public feeling against Britain. The necessity 
for carrying out the incident in such a way 
that “‘Britishers” took the blame for it was 
stressed. 

A much bigger meeting was held at the 
premises of the Indian Workers’ Association 
in Southall on April 21st of this year. It 
was attended and organised by the above 
named, and also by H. S. Dhillol; Ajid 
Sidhu; Sarjid Singh Bilga; and V. D. Sharma. 
Sharma is a well known officer of the IWA. 
He was notorious for his Communist activities 
in India and fled to Britain using the name 
Banarsidass. He is known as a Maoist in 
Indian Immigrant circles. 

Addressing the 150 strong audience, 
Sharma said: “We people are treated far 
worse than animals. Our duty must be to 
teach these British a memorable lesson as 
was taught by staunch patriots like Udham 
Singh.” This comment was greeted with 
prolonged applause. 

It is not known where Bhardya Dal 
obtains its funds. It would not be able to 
keep in existence through donations paid 
by its members, as most of them, including 
organisers, are living on National Assistance. 
However, several of its organisers are known 
to be Maoists and rumours among the Indian 
Immigrant Community that these Maoists 
regularly meet with officials of the Com- 
munist Chinese Legation’ in London should 
not be ignored or considered insignificant. 


“Send them to their doom...” 


The following is a translation of sig- 
nificant parts of the August 1970 issue of 
the magazine Outcry. The magazine is 
published in Punjabi by the Bhardya Mazdoor 
Subha (Bhardya Dal) from an address in 
Leamington Spa, Warwickshire. The first 
extract is a general exhortation to murder 
(written in the original text in verse form). 
The second is part of a report of a meeting 
held in Bradford. 

1. “From the dust blended with the 
blood of martyrs the call comes. Extinguish 
fires of hatred by becoming a fire yourself. 
Shake off your lethargy, gird your loins and 


turn a sweeping sword on the Imperialists. 
Adopt guerilla tactics and prove dreadful in 
sweeping attacks on the enemy. Be a 
clarion voice. 
masses. Be a prophet of rebellion, revo- 
lution and destruction. Be a lover of 
practical action and win your self-respect. 


Be an instrument of serious disturbances. 


Uproot the present system and shatter it. 
Burn down this so-called’ democracy and 
tear up its constitution ... Though we live 
in Britain, we should not forget the example 
of Udham Singh for a single second... In 
the same way that young men in India 
started their patriotic campaign against in- 


Be loyal to the common’ 


justice we should also in a practical way 
follow in the footprints of Udham Singh . . .” 
2. “The Bradford Bhardya Mazdoor Subha 
held a momentous meeting on July 19th 
1970. After elections the office bearers of 
the Subha delivered militant speeches to the 
meeting. They threw light on the com- 
plicated problems facing Indian Workers in 
India and Britain . . . They also explained 
in detail the plans and devices which Indian 
workers in this country should adopt for 
their benefit ... The Government will not 
bring a halt to Skinhead activities until the 
entire administration is sent to its doom 
forever by our plans and devices.” 
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There’sa leprosy about being British that 
has even reared its unclean head in an gther- 
wise happy little gathering like the 1970 
Commonwealth Games. It is now suggested 
that the ‘British’ bit be dropped from the 
title. Indeed, that title has already been 
changed from ‘Empire Games’ to keep the 
children happy, but greedy children are 
seldom satisfied for long. It should have 
been realised that nothing could suffice until 
Britain, British influence and sweet reason, 
for which it is famous, had finally disap- 
peared for ever from the new nationhood 
scene which is blotching unnecessarily the 
face of this earth. 

All right, let ‘em drop the ‘British’! At 
the same time, we the new ‘Few’, who still 
don’t mind being called British — and in fact 
are rather proud of it — can drop sundry 
little items that burden us, and which get us 
on a raw spot or two. Like pouring money, 
which we can ill-afford, into countries where 
we, but not our money, are no longer 
wanted; like having to accept races into our 
communities whom we don’t really want, or 
need; like retaining responsibility for those 
who regard Britain no longer as the Mother 
Country but more likely as the sucker 
country! Eradicate a few of these sources 
of irritation, then we can all enjoy our new- 
found freedom. It'll be worthwhile to nurse 
our own sick once more, and collect our own 
fares again. We can always die or walk, if we 
don’t like the idea! 

Then we, who remained British, would 
be able to live normally again, and speak 
freely again, as we all used to do, without 
our having to worry about unnecessary and 
one-sided, and certainly un-British, Race 
Relations Acts and their having to worry 
and get upset about ‘No Coloureds’ notices. 


RIDICULOUS 


It is absolutely ridiculous that through 
wishing to sell a few naval arms to South 
Africa, Britain should be howled at by a 
host of little nations, still wet behind the 
ears in terms of world affairs, who them- 
selves spilled more blood after their indepen- 
dence than was ever shed during their 
‘occupation’, and who now use their new 
freedom to ‘come the old soldier’. 

But how does one tell these juvenile 
democracies to belt up? And if one can’t 
do it diplomatically, why can’t one coun- 
try tell its new equals to belt up undiplo- 
matically? Especially if it could have the 
desired effect. 

Let’s face it, none of the new nations to 
whom we freely gave independence respects 
us now, so we’ve nothing to lose from a bit 
of plain speaking, in basic British, of course, 
from time to time. We might even get a bit 
of our old respect back again. Nobody need 
fear us, nor would we want them to. With 
our truncated Services, we would find it 
difficult to scare the living daylights out of 
Alice-in-Wonderland — or Ulster — let alone 
Kenya, Tanzania and all the other hysterical- 
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Give Britain Her 


ly vocal representatives of Black Africa. 

But, there is no reason whatever why 
Britain should just sit back and take all the 
insults handed out by Zambia, just to note 
the latest incident, who feel that tearing up 
the Union Jack and attacking the British 
High Commission is as good a way as any of 
proving their point. Their point being that 
‘white domination’ has been of little benefit 
to them, except as a magic money-box, and, 
of course, to introduce roast beef as an 
alternative to grilled Zambian as a staple 
diet. 


SYMPATHY 


Naturally, we British have much sym- 
pathy for these emergent nations, for good 
parents alwasy delight in the maturing of 
their offspring and their willingness — if not 
their ability — to accept the responsibilities 
of growing up. Unfortunately, the extreme 
colour sensitivity from which these nations 
suffer prevents them from reaping the har- 
vest of goodwill which otherwise might be 
theirs. We suffer the same. Substitute 
‘British’ for ‘Black’ and our new colleagues 
in the United Nations should know well 
enough how hurt we could be — had not 
each passing century endowed us with its 
own extra skin. 

Surely it is proof of their own immaturity 
if they believe that the arms sales to South 
Africa is a threat. To buy arms for such a 
purpose would be a useless spending of 
South African cash. That country is strong 
enough already to take care of any African 
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Independence 


state — with one hand tied behind its back! 

The full tragedy for Britain, however, 
does not lie in the flying of these blackbirds 
from the maternal nest — with an allowance, 
of course — but rather that, over the period 
of their migration, we have kicked around 
the important members of the family who 
wanted to stay, and incidentally, had made 
already an uncountable contribution to the 
fortunes of the family, and from which the 
youngsters still draw their pocket money. It 
is a fabulous example of loyalty that finds 
Australia, New Zealand and, rather more 
tenuously, Canada clinging to the declining 
family ties. But when Mother keeps fawning 
over the orphanage of Europe it is hard to 
expect the White Commonwealth to endure 
this rejection of commonsense and common 
bonds for much longer. 

So come on, Britain! Cut your losses, if 
any, now. Keep the Commonwealth Games 
British — even if by 1974 there may be only 
England, Scotland, Wales and Northern Ire- 
land left! Keep your expenses down and 
your respectability up. After all, you can’t 
keep children at home after they’ve reached 
the age of discretion, as apparently yours 
reckon they have. Just as you’ve given 
independence to others, so give it to yourself. 
You owe it to us who pay our taxes. You 
owe it to them so that they may learn to 
stand on their own feet. 

In any decent race, all should be no more 
than fairly handicapped, and all should have 
an equal chance to get among the medals. 
One race this most certainly applies to is the 
Human Race, of which the British, believe 
it or not, do form part. 


The Circulation Man- 
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An intense drive may shortly be expected 
by the ministry of Health, on every County 
Council in England, pressing them to debate 
the fluoridation of water supplies by the 
addition of the rat poison, sodium fluoride. 
If their recommendations are not complied 
with, it is possible that they will try to get 
a bill passed through Parliament to compel 
councils to obey their orders. This was 
suggested by our late Minister of Health. 

The most important question that arises 
over the sinister activities of the Ministry of 
Health (which smells of big business) to 
force fluoridation upon a mainly uniformed 
nation of guinea-pigs, is whether dictatorial 
bureaucrats have a right to decide that you 
must take compulsory dental treatment 
which they have been told by certain in- 
fluential pressure groups, is good scienti- 
fically. If this is an infringement of funda- 
mental rights, then no matter what the 
results, fluoridation is unethical. However 
small the adulteration of the water, once 
you admit the little dictators have the right 
to dose you—not as in emergency operations 
but as an ordinary daily routine — then you 
surrender to our ever growing bureaucracy 
your own hard won liberty and inherent 
rights. 

Once a general order is established, even 
in the smallest way, it can always be en- 
larged upon by cunning politicians and used 
as the thinend of the wedge for other en- 
croachments on the liberty of the subject. 
Once the docile voters in this press-condi- 
tioned country submit passively any of our 
rights to the vast army of civil servants and 
politicians who autocratically attempt to 
impose their will upon us without the autho- 
rity of the voters, then the rot has started in 
the dam wall and the trouble can so easily 
turn into a devastating flood which will 
overwhelm our freedom. 1984 is onits way. 
The danger signals are already up for those 
who are not blinded by well-planned schemes 
foisted upon a credulous public by unscrupu- 
lous politicians. Mass medication can only 
be avoided by enlightening the general 
public on the dangers involved. 

The aluminiym, steel and fertiliser in- 
dustries see in fluoridation an enormous 
new market for waste by-products. Oscar 


Ewing, “The Big Noise’ of Fluoridation in, 


America, came from the Aluminium Co.. 
The drug houses see a financially rewarding 
market for drugs and medicines to treat the 
symptons of the widespread ill effect of 
artificial fluoridation. 
Just a few of the objections are:- 

(1) The cumulative effects of a deadly 
poison added to our water supply which the 
body cannot entirely eliminate. These 
effects have been closely studied by many 
eminent medical men. 

(2) It is opposed to all orthodox methods of 
medicine and science; it uses a hit and miss 
system of application, ignoring individual re- 
quirements and allergies and it is not possible 
to administer a uniform dosage. The recom- 
mended adulteration is one part per million 
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Facts About 
Fluoridation 


and in many cases it has gone above the 
danger level of 1.5 parts per million which, 
according to the United States Public Health 
Services, makes the water unsafe for drinking. 
Several cities in America have tried fluorida- 
tion and abandoned it because of. health 
hazards. 

(3) The chief cause of tooth decay is bad 
diet. Fluoridation can only delay for a short 
time tooth decay in children, but it will not 
eradicate the cause. 

(4) At Nuremberg, some Germans were 
accused of experimenting medically, by force, 
on concentration camp inmates. Fluorida- 


tion is used in Soviet slave camps to lower . 


the stamina of their victims and to render 
them more docile and easier to keep under 
control. 

(5) The State is encroaching more and more 
every day upon the rights of the individual. 
The aim of the extreme left-wingers is to re- 
giment us into a nation of robots, whose 
thinking will be dictated by “Big Brother” 
via the press and T/V. 

We are becoming the pawns of an all 
powerful bueaucracy in this ‘Farewell State.” 
The compulsory mass medication of fluor- 
idation is another step towards totalitarian- 
ism. Thus the most damning indictment is 
a moral one. 

Finally, I quote from a sworn signed state- 


ment by Oliver Kenneth Goff, an ex-member > 


of the Communist Party of the U.S.A. “While 
a member of the Communist Party, I atten- 
ded Communist underground _ training 

SCHOGIS.. sa. we were trained on how to 


dismantle and assemble mimeograph mac- . 


hines, to use for propaganda purposes during 
the revolution; how to work on guide wires 
and fuel lines of airplanes so that they would 
either crash or burst into flames because of 
lack of control, how to work on ties and rails 
to wreck trains; also THE ART OF POISON- 
ING WATER SUPPLIES. 

“We discussed quite thoroughly THE 
FLUORIDATION OF WATER SUPPLIES 
and how we were using it in Russia as a tran- 
quilizer in the prison camps. The leaders of 
our school felt that if it could be inducted 
into water supplies it would bring about a 
spirit of lethargy, in the nation, where it 
would keep the general public docile during 
the steady encroachment of Communism. 
We also discussed the fact that keeping a 
store of the deadly fluoride near the water 
reservoirs would be advantageous during the 
revolution, as it would give us the oppor- 
tunity to dump this poison into the water: 


supply and either kill off the populace or 
threaten them with liquidation, so that they 
would surrender to obtain fresh water.” 

“We discussed in these schools the com- 
plete art of revolution, the seizure of the 
main utilities, such as light, power, gas and 
water. But it was felt by the leadership 
that if a programme of fluoridation could 
be carried out in the nation, it would go a 
long way toward the advancement of the 
revolution.” 


Avoid the Blind 
Alley of Toryism! 


Contd. from page 7. 


modern power that weigh against us. 

Our message to the people who support 
our objectives is therefore clear: do not be 
sidetracked by the glib apologists for the old 
establishment into seeking an easy and quick 
solution by trying to reform that establish- 
ment from within. People have been attemp- 
ting that for longer than most of you have 
been alive and always they have found that 
the entrenched forces within the establish- 
ment are able to outmaneouvre and out- 
weigh the reforming forces. The objectives 
in which all of us believe can only be accom- 
plished by the creation of new forces from 
scratch, completely immune to all the germs 
of decadence, flabbiness and compromise 
that have immobilised the old. It is the hard 
way. It is the long way. But it is the only 
way that can succeed in the end. 

There is nothing that the subverters and 
destroyers of our country want more than 
for it to be neatly divided into two more or 
less equal factions, associated with two sets 
of class interests, alternating in office every 
few years but serving the same masters be- 


hind the scenes. The perpetuation of Tory- 


ism, whether pale pink or true blue, means 

the perpetuation of this state of a divided 
Britain. For Toryism has not united Britain, 
either during this century or for long before. 
It cannot do so now. On the contrary, it is 
the divisive element that has created the 
proletarian backlash upon which Socialism 
and Communism thrive. Toryism has driven: 
the British manual worker into the enemy 
camp. It will not retrieve him from that 
camp. But retrieved he must be if the forces 
of national regeneration are to attain the 
strength both of numbers and of spirit to 
finally win. 

This latter, in a sentence, is our task. 
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Dear Sir, 

I read Mr. Bean’s article (“NF must win 
the Labour voters’) with interest as its 
general use of terms.and concepts, as far as 
these can be presented in a short article, 
seem to suggest Marxian and Keynsian 


features. References to “productive work” 
and “productive workers” almost next to 
terms such as “proletariat” and “bourgeoisie” 
seem to indicate the labour theory of value 
which Marx applied and Keynes developed. 
The further view that capitalism has grown 
into its present form by evolutionary ac- 
cident with deficiencies in its legal make-up 
is pure Benthamism — possible correct as a 
diagnosis, but leading inevitably to oligarchic 
socialism. 

As money is a substance or entity of 
limited extent, the goals aimed at by Mr. 
Bean involve the redistribution of wealth, 
which again, is fundamental to Marx and 
Keynes and to many others (including my- 
self). However, to attain this redistribution 
and achieve the desirable state where “finance 
is the hand-maiden to industry” (is it not 
now?) requires legislation. It also requires 
a rigid control of interest rates — if capital 
is able to earn interest and continue rewarding 
the owner with an “unearned” reward, 
nothing can be done. If interest rates are 
lowered, as they needs must be to achieve 
the reduction or dickinson of the financial 
capitalist, to the point where no further in- 
vestment or speculation is worthwhile, in- 
vestment will dry up. The alternative — the 
only alternative — is the “socialisation of 
investment” proposed by Keynes. 

If wage-earners are adequately rewarded 
with money of real value, they will be able 
to save. Savings, in the form of bank credits, 
insurance and pension schemes, represent at 
present a significant element in money sup- 
ply. If things “improve” savings are likely to 
become a much larger element in money 
supply, and would also require rigid control, 
which only changes in the banking system 
could bring about. How would Mr. Bean 
propose to control and legislate for these 
desired changes? 

I may have misinterpreted Mr. Bean’s 
article. If so I hope he will interpret it 
correctly and at the same time, tell us, in 
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more detail, exactly what he proposes, and 
how this will differ from other forms of 
compulsory socialism. 
Yours &c, 
Frank Straw 
London, S.W.14 


Sir, 

I am of the opinion that the current 
dockers strike is just another of this “leftist” 
establishment’s devious schemes to lull the 
British public into a false sense of insecurity 
and also into the Common Market. 

If the cost of living continues to in- 
crease at its present rate it would still be 
some years before we reached Common 
Market level. (Although this is no fault of 
the last incompetent lot) But, as we are 
experiencing, this Establishment is deter- 
mined to speed things along. Prices will un- 
doubtedly rise “‘due to the dock strike” and 
when they have reached the required level 
we will slip, undetected, into the Common 
Market and our ‘triumphant’ Ministers will 
take great pleasure in disproving the theories 
of the anti-Marketeers of this country by 
showing that joining the Common Market 
has not added one penny, old or new, to 
the British housewives’ shopping bill. 

When will we learn? 

R. S. Pritchard 
London, S.E.8 


Sir, 


In the August Spearhead you wrote 


that the concepts worked out at Ottawa 
(Imperial Preferences) “were applied to a 
limited extent by the Coalition Government 
of that time and then abandoned very soon 
afterwards by the acceptance of GATT”. 
This is incorrect. One or two of the 
preferences were slightly modified but they 
have never been rejected and are still opera- 
tive today. The only difference made by 
GATT, which came into existence 15 years 
after the Ottawa agreement, is that we can- 
not increase the margins in favour of the 


every month. 
month. You could win a £1 


SIR—If£ Ulster is. surren- The 


dered or subverted so as to 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy 
Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th. of the 
Nationalist Books voucher. This_ month's 
winner (below) was published in the Wolverhampton Express & Star. 


National Front sup- 
ports the Northern Ireland 


Commonwealth countries without passing 
on the same benefits on a most favoured 
nation clause to every other signatory of the 
Havana agreement. This difference is an 
important one for the result is that because 
of inflation and other causes Imperial Pre- 
ferences do not have the same value today 
that they had in 1933. Nevertheless, they 
have given Commonwealth produce a clear 
advantage in the British market. If you 
doubt this, ask any Rhodesian tobacco 
farmer who has gone bust! 

A. K. Chesterton 

Croydon, Surrey. 


(Editor’s note: We are grateful to Mr. 
Chesterton for pointing out this error in last 
month’s issue) 


Sir, 

A Daily Express columnist commented 
recently on the unmanly way the long haired 
weirdies slouch along Kings Road by saying: 
“They walk in an entirely different way to 
the generation before them that did two 
years national service... Their heads droop 
forward and their spines describe a gentle 
curve. Their arms hang limply at their sides 
and their chests seem delicately concave.” 

What a pity we cannot ship our unwanted 
hippies to Russia. They would know how to 
deal with them. I think we could well copy 
some of their methods in handling such 
parasites and put them in labour camps for 
varying periods. They should be well fed, 
given hard work and forced to carry out PT 
for a reasonable period each day. Iam sure 
my old Sergeant Major, for one, would be 
delighted to come out of retirement to 
straighten up their backs and try and make 
some of them into men. 

If we couldn’t make them real soldiers, 
at least they might be useful as sanitary 
wallahs and mess orderlies! 

Oliver Gilbert 
Worthing, Sussex. 


utterly opposed to the Black 
Power movement. It is not 


fall. into the hands of Re- 
publican Eire, in any future 
conflict no treaty obligations 
would be observed by the 
South. as the experiences of 
the 1939-45 war proved. 

On Britain’s westward 
fiank would lie an island 
from which the enemy could 
starve us into submission. 


state on the ground that it 
is wholeheartedly loyal to 
the United Kingdom. 

Harry Whitworth (July 29) 
asks if the NF would deny 
all immigrants to England a 
home, or even a vote, in 
case they might become too 


powerful, In what way 
powerful? 
The National Front is 


the National Front that is 
endeavouring to “put the 
clock back,” but the cham- 
pions of internationalism 
who are thrusting a new 
dark age upon us 
GRAHAM JONES. 
Information officer, 
National Front, 
Wolverhampion pDranch. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


“WITHOUT IMMIGRANT 
DOCTORS... 

An Old Bailey judge last month ordered 
police and medical authorities to inquire 
into the issuing by two Indian doctors of 


medical certificates for two Indians charged’ 


with conspiring to smuggle illegal Immigrants 
into Britain. The accused Indians were in- 
volved in two quite separate cases. 

Addressing counsel for one of the ac- 
cused, Mohinder Singh Hunjan, the judge 
said: 

“Somehow your client obtained a cer- 
tificate from a doctor, but on his own ad- 
mission that was obtained without any 
examination by the doctor. Yesterday the 
court was assembled with witnesses from 
Birmingham. Then the accused produces a 
quite bogus certificate after the case is 
called on.” 

A British doctor who later examined 
Hunjan after the judge’s order stated: ‘I am 
horrified . . . if the allegation is true, then 
grave professional misconduct would have 
been committed.” 

Apologists for multi-racialism usually 


play down such incidents by saying: ‘This. 


sort of thing is very much the exception. 
Anyway, it is more important to remember 
that without Immigrant doctors the National 
Health Service would collapse.” 

Many people directly involved in trying 
to shore up the tottering National Health 
Service do not agree. They maintain — dis- 
creetly, for fear of intimidation from Race 
Relations Board witch-hunters — that the 
reason why the British people are not getting 
their money’s worth from the social services 
is because inadequately qualified Immigrant 
doctors are being imported in order to fill 
places left by highly qualified British doctors 
driven abroad by low salaries and appalling 
conditions. 

One thing certainly is clear: an inves- 
tigation should be instituted to expose the 
scandal whereby Immigrants, particularly 
from the Indian sub-continent, are assisted 
in jumping the queue for Council houses by 
unscrupulous Immigrant doctors. 

It seems that Immigrants come to an 
‘arrangement’ with their doctors, as a result 
of which the doctors submit to local housing 
authorities thoroughly bogus reports on the 
Immigrants’ wives, in which it is stated that 
their patients will suffer severe nervous 
breakdowns unless their families are re- 
housed. 

Local authorities, under constant sur- 
veillance by the Race Relations Board and 
anxious to avoid the heavy cost of taking the 
children of the families ‘in care’ — should the 
mothers decide to have nervous breakdowns 
caused by disappointment at not getting a 


Council house — usually decide that such 
families are ‘special cases’ and put them to 
the head of the housing list. 

Meanwhile British families, who have 
paid their taxes for years and whose country 
this is, continue to sweat it out in slums. 
Should they complain about the preferential 
treatment accorded to Immigrants, they are 
told: by impertinent Community Relations 
Officers: ““You must learn to live with these 
people.” 

Those who find this kind of corruption 
hard to credit should remember that India is 
perhaps the most corruption ridden country 
in the world — for all her ‘moral’ posturings 
on the International scene. Postmen have to 
be bribed if letters are to be delivered 
promptly. The speed at which occupational 
licenses are granted depends on the ability 
of the hapless applicants to ‘oil’ the adminis- 
trative machinery. A third of all foreign aid 
is estimated to disappear into Government 
officials’ pockets. For many inhabitants of 
India, graft is an accepted way of life. 

If one takes at face value the excuses for 
Immigrant failure and delinquency put out 
by the drooling hacks of the Race Relations 
Industry — “Culture Shock” and the like — 
then why should we expect Indian Im- 
migrants to sustain only token tradition? 
Getting a Council house quickly must surely 
be at least as important to them as the right 
to wear turbans if they are employed as bus 
conductors! 

If we may not blame the Immigrants for 
“doing their own thing”, then whom should 
we blame? Our anger should be directed at 
the traitors and parasites among our own 
people whose moral effeteness and in- 
tellectual dishonesty impells them to turn a 
blind eye to such matters that might com- 
promise their ‘ideals’ — the multi-racial 
fantasy. These are the arch-corrupters. 


DAVID PITT—MARTYR OR PATSY? 


In the weeks before the General Election 
the national press made much of the can- 
didature of Dr. David Pitt, Socialist, founder 
of the Campaign Against Racial Discrimin- 
ation, Black Power supporter and above all, 
Negro. Fleet Street multi-racialists predicted 
joyously: “He will be Britain’s first 
black M.P.” 

The voters of Clapham North (tradition- 
ally a ‘safe’ Labour seat) decisively rejected 
him, however, registering one of the biggest 
swings against Labour in the whole election. 
The stunned silence in the press for some 
days after the result was broken only by the 
wretched Pitt insisting that his defeat was 
not the outcome of racialist feeling among 


Trouble shooting 


the electorate but was due to the fact that 
he had not had time to cultivate the con- 
stituency. 

Then the South London Press, a week 
after the election, reproduced on its front 
page a crude leaflet, purportedly published 
by the Conservative Party, which attacked 


Dr. Pitt and stated that a Conservative Gov- 
ernment would introduce a Ministry of Rep- 
atriation to rid Britain of coloured imm- 
igrants. The implication of the left wing 
South London Press story was clear: Dr. Pitt 
had been defeated as a result of a racialist 
conspiracy. 

This ‘scoop’ was not taken up by the 
national press. The reason was not hard to 
see. The leaflet was obviously produced in 
a frenzied hurry. It had not been proof-read 
and a spelling error in the copy reproduced 
in the South London Press was corrected by 
hand. Also for such a leaflet to have any 
effect it would have to have been distributed 
in large quantities before the election and 
would therefore have come to the notice of 
Dr. Pitt and the press before election day. 
Clearly the leaflet was produced after the 
election — and not by ‘racialists’ either with- 
in or without the Conservative Party. Who 
spends money attacking a defeated man? 

Who then was responsible? Our inform- 
ation is that it was a group of extreme 
left-wingers who realised that they and poor 
Dr. Pitt had been taken for a ride by a fact- 
ion within the Labour Party. This faction 
has its roots in trade unionism rather than 
Hampstead intellectualism and believes that 
the adoption of immigrant candidates will 
lose the party its main source of support. 

Rather than openly voice opposition to 
the idea of immigrant candidates (for fear 
of being branded as ‘racialist’) this faction 
decided to encourage the adoption of Dr. 
Pitt as candidate in a constituency where 
anti-immigrant feeling is known to be strong. 

After the Pitt fiasco this faction has 
every reason to expect that Labour will be 
less anxious to take on immigrant candid- 
ates. 

The implication of this dawned on the 
extreme left-wing ‘intellectuals’ and their 
comrades too late to save Dr. Pitt, but they 
were determined not to let his defeat pre- 
judice the chances of further immigrant 
nominations. Therefore they rushed off the 
bogus leaflet in the hope of showing that the 
defeat of Dr. Pitt was brought about by ‘spe- 
cial and sinister’ circumstances and did not 
really reflect the feelings of Labour Party 
voters. 

The next round should prove interesting. 
Will the cynical ‘Powellites’ of the Tory 
Party find themselves ‘out-niggered’ by the 
cynical ‘Powellites’ of the Labour Party? 
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“WE SERVE THE CAUSE 
OF NATIONAL HONOUR” 


Unlike last year, the Annual General 
Meeting of the National Front for 1970 
took place in London on September Sth 
without upset or incident. The meeting, 
marking the fourth anniversary of the found- 
ation of the NF, was held earlier in the 
month than would have been preferred, but 
the organisers had to fit in with the limited 
dates for booking of available halls. As a 
result many members could not be present 
on account of holidays. 

Nevertheless, it was a lively number that 
attended to hear reports on the year’s pro- 
gress. A report on the 1970 election cam- 
paign was given by Gordon Brown. Martin 
Webster summarised the very considerable 
national activities over the year. Denis Pirie 
spoke on national organisation. Clare Mac- 
Donald made a treasurer’s report. 

A large part of the morning session and 
the first part of the afternoon were taken up 
with motions from members. This enabled 
the membership as a whole to express 
opinions on aspects of policy and allowed a 
number of interesting newcomers to in- 
troduce themselves. 

The main speech of the day was made by 
Mr. A.K. Chesterton, the NF National 
Director. Mr. Chesterton said that the 
condition of Britain today was in many ways 
parallel to that of the Roman Empire in its 
period of decline but that there was the 
difference that Rome was threatened by 
declared enemies while we are being assailed 
mainly by undeclared enemies, working under 
pressures from international finance. The 
two ailing civilisations were similar in that 
a fifth column abounded in each, also that in 
the outlying provinces of empire barbarians 
had in many cases taken charge. 

Mr. Chesterton urged that, while we 
naturally wished to preserve the racial in- 
tegrity of our country, we should not be 
moved to hatred of the immigrants as such, 
and in particular that we should not be too 
quick to adopt an attitude of racial super- 
iority towards others at a time when our 
own race was so sick. 

Speaking of matters internal to the NF, 
the National Director said that we are faced 
with such a formidable task that anything 
less then the entire loyalty and dedication of 
members was not enough. 

In our dealing with each other we must 
at all times be prepared to deal in the 
language of truth, otherwise our communica- 
tions become fouled up. With regard to 
branches, it was important to realise that 
while service to the branch is always com- 
mendable, it should not be at the expense 
of service to the movement as a whole. 
Particular attention should be given to the 
extension of branches into area organisations 
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by giving assistance to activities in adjacent 
districts where new branches were not yet 
off the ground. In this respect pilot schemes 
in the Staffordshire and Yorkshire area were 
being followed with close interest, and 
Messrs. Joseph Hyde and Bill Riding, the 
respective area organisers in those parts of 
the country, were given praise for their 
excellent work. 

Mr, Chesterton, after speaking further 
about the general condition of Britain,closed 
by affirming that it was to remedy that 
condition that the National Front had been 
brought into being. He had, he said, a 
feeling that at last our fellow countrymen 
were ready to listen to us. He sensed in 
them a deep hunger, not for Harold Mac- 
Millan’s washing machines and refrigerators, 
but for national honour. In serving the 
National Front we serve the cause of nation- 
al honour and the only political dishonour 
lies in deserting it. Let us give to it the 
best qualities of our hearts and minds and 
all the capacity we possess of self-sacrifice. 
Our national greatness cannot be recovered 
before our ancient honour is restored. If the 
National Front fails to rise to that need, one 
could not think of any others who could 
succeed. We must not fail. 

At the end of the meeting special badges 
of merit were awarded to members who had 
given outstanding services over the year. 
They were: Terry Savage, James Shaw, 
Ronal Scott, Malcom Vaux, Michael Lobb, 
Malcom Skeggs and Ted Arthurton of 
London; Graham Manning of the South 
West; William Palmer of Kent; Sheila 
Wright, 
of Wolverhampton; and David Lover and 
Gordon Crowther of Huddersfield. 


After six months in opposition, 
National Front was returned as the pays 
ment” at the South East London Model 
Parliament last month. The left-wing Social- 
ist Allaince, composed of Labour, Commun- 
ist, Trotskyite, Anarchist and Liberal mem- 
bers, was soundly defeated in the twice- 
yearly elections. Voting figures were: Nat- 
ional Front; 88; Socialist Alliance: 59; 
Conservative: 9; Three Independents voted 
with the National Front. 

At the first debate of the new session, 
the new Government’s motion “that Britain 
should recognise Rhodesia” was opposed by 
every other party in the Parliament, but was 
neverless carried by 58 votes to 55. 

Contesting a local election for the first 
time in Greenwich, the National Front 


Joseph Hyde and Ronald Davison 


ouccess al the 


emember! 


It has become part of the tradition of 
the National Front to hold a march and 
ceremony in memory of the Rhodesian war 
dead on Remembrance Day every year. In 
doing so, we are remembering the men of a 
country who volunteered to fight for the 
British Empire and Commonwealth in greater 
numbers relative to their population total 
than those of any other. The records of the 
Empire and Commonwealth are rich with 
their magnificent deeds. 

It is the decision of British Governments 
today not to include the Rhodesian dead 
among those to whom annually the country 
pays its respects. The National Front has 
made it a practice to remedy this omission. 

On Remembrance Sunday last year NF 
members made a truly impressive turn-out 
and their march to the Cenotaph and cere- 
mony there represented a fine patriotic dis- 
play which more than made up for the 
disgraceful lack of acknowledgement to 
Rhodesia’s war effort in the official cere- 
mony. 

Remembrance Sunday this year is on 
November 8th. We want to achieve a turn- 
out even better than last year, and on this 
occasion will have the benefit of a full band 
to accompany us. There is absolutely no 
reason why we should not muster hundreds 
more than last year if all members from every 


| part of the country make sure well in ad- 


vance to come to London for the week-end. 
Let branches organise group transport 
facilities and start recruiting now for parti- 
cipants. We want to make this occasion the 
biggest ever gathering of the National Front, 
for it is an occasion that merits our full par- 
ticipation. See you all on November 8th! 


Polis! 
shocked the old parties by polling over twice 
the number of votes of the Liberal canditate. 
NF canditate was Ray Pritchard, an accoun- 
tant, married with one child, who cam- 
paigned on declining standards, unemploy- 
ment, and the growing racial problem in 
Greenwich. His election address was of such 
an excellent standard that it was immediately 
reported to the Race Relations Board by a 
shaken Labour candidate. The election was 
held in West Ward, a safe Labour seat. 
voting figures were: 


Labour: 962 (71%) 
Tory 263 (19%) 
NF 82 (6%) 
Liberal 40 (3%) 


ee 


THAT ‘SPLIT’ 


—Official Statement 


The National Front has been made victim 
of a ‘canard’ circulated to national news- 
papers asserting that at its Annual General 
Meeting held in London last Saturday 
(September Sth.) there has been a resolution 
passed suspending all activities because of 
(quote) “clear division of trends”, making 
particular mention of Mr. Enoch Powell. 

No such resolution was put forward or 
passed. There was no statement put forward 
announcing suspension of National Front 
activities; on the contrary, the proceedings 
were marked by the greatest possible unity 
and concluded by a successful social evening. 
More than double the amount of money in 
donations was collected from the member- 
ship at the meeting than was collected at the 
previous A.GM. Furthermore, more than 
200 NF London Activists assembled for a 
march and demonstration at Trafalgar Square 
the following day. 

The National Front is convinced that the 
newspapers which published the falsehood 
did so in good faith, but regrettably these 
papers failed to check on their information 
and on ‘bona fides’ fo their informants. 

The forged press release also stated that 
there had been Police raids in connection 
with the National Front. This is also totally 
untrue, as enquiries at Scotland Yard could 
have established. 

The names and phone numbers of ‘bona 
fide’ officials of the National Front are 
known to all national newspapers, and it is 
highly desirable that they should be con- 
tacted in the event of similar lying reports. 


DEMONSTRATION 


FOR S. AFRICA 


Not for the first time, activists of the 
National Front dominated Trafalgar Square 
on Sunday, September 6th. 

The occasion was a meeting held by 
sundry left-wing groups, including the Move- 
ment for Colonial Freedom and the Anti- 
Apartheid Movement, with the purpose of 
protesting against any possible sale of arms 
to South Africa. To counter the propaganda 
against South Africa NF members turned up 
in force, carrying scores of banners and 
posters in support of that country and of 
white civilisation in Africa generally. After 
a counter-demonstration in the Square, the 
NF group, about 200 strong, marched 
through London to the BBC building to 
hand in a protest against biased reporting by 
the broadcasters on South Africa. 


Motorcade 


Members of Putney and Wandsworth 
Branches of the NF are now firmly con- 
vinced of the value of motorcades in bringing 
home the message of the movement to the 
population, after a successful demonstration 
and literature distribution drive through the 
High Streets of Putney, Kingston and Rich- 
mond last month. 

Thirty members in ten cars decorated 
with Union Jacks and Anti-Common Market 
slogans toured the busy shopping centres on 
a Saturday afternoon and attracted the 
attention of thousands of people. This 
attention was exploited by all members 
except car drivers, leaving the cars and 
positioning themselves for street sales of 
‘Candour’ ‘Spearhead’ and ‘Facts.’ Many 
thousands of the Anti-Common Market 
‘Keep Britain Free’ leaflets were also dis- 
tributed. 
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NF PROTEST 


Colin Cody & Martin Vaux 
Explain to Russian Ballerina. 


NF Pickets Red Ballet 


Members of the Kirov Russian State 
Ballet Company, civic officials, and mem- 
bers of the Society for Cultural Relations 
with the USSR received a series of rude 
shocks on Sunday August 23rd as they en- 
tered the leftist Greenwich Theatre, Green- 
wich, South London, in order to attend a 
civic welcome hosted by the Mayor of 
Greenwich. 

They were greeted by SO members of the 
Greenwich and Peckham Branches of the 
National Front bearing placards which read: 
“Free Czechoslovakia!” “Remember Jan 
Palach!”’, ““No Cultural Relations with USSR 
Murderers!” and “Red Fascists Out of 
Czechoslovakia!” These were echoed by the 
NF demonstrators as they chanted anti- 
Communist slogans. 

The demonstration attracted a large 
crowd of onlookers who were given copies 
of a leaflet which stated that many people 
in Greenwich were appalled that the Civic 
Authorities should give an official welcome 
to the representatives of the Russian regime 
during the week of the second anniversary 
of the Russian invasion of Czechoslovakia. 


The leaflet pointed out that while the 

demonstration was not directed towards in- 
dividual members of the Kirov State Ballet 

Company, it had to be recognised that they 
were being used by the Russian regime to 
disguise its brutal attempts to suppress free- 
dom, not just in Czechoslovakia but every- 
where in Eastern Europe and throughout 
the world. 

The Russians and their British Com- 
munist supporters in the Society for Cultural 
Relations with the USSR could not object to 
this demonstration, bearing in mind recent 
Communist Organised attacks on South 
African rugby teams and threats of massive 
disruptions which forced the cancellation of 
the tour of the South African cricket team. 


BEST BANNER 
COMPETITION 


Tom Lamb of Wandsworth Branch 


has offered a prize of £5 for the 
best NF branch banner. Send in photo- 
graphs of your entries. 
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of history 


The Internationalist, whether he be a 
supporter of Marx or International Finance,, 
is distinguished by his rejection of the idea 
that there is any meaning in history other 
than economic. —— 

Even liberal internationalist intellectuals 

whom we can admire for their vast know- 
ledge of historical events will fail to realise, 
or at least admit, that the recorded story of 
man’s past has any message for his today 
and future. For example, A. J. P. Taylor, 
life-long socialist, said in an interview with 
the Daily Telegraph magazine earlier this 
year: “As an historian, I’ve no use for 
people who want to convey their moral 
approach to the past, or look for moral 
lessons in history. History has no more 
relevance .. . than collecting seashells.” This, 
and from a historian, is surely tantamount 
to approval of the first Henry Ford’s dictum 
that “all history is bunk”’. 
_ On the other hand, others in searching 
for a meaning in history, try to place it ina 
sociological straightjacket, as Marx or Arnold 
Toynbee, who see everything centred on 
economic challenges and responses. 

Others, such as Oswald Spengler, and 
also Toynbee to some extent, whilst seeing 
the importance of man’s spiritual feelings, 
as distinct from his economic needs, can 
only give us a message of defeatism after 
their reading of the tea-leaves of history. 
This is epitomised in the Spenglerian view 
that civilisations rise, reach a climax of 
power, and then collapse and disintegrate, 
and that our own Western civilisation is 
approaching this latter point and there is 
nothing we can do about it. 

By reference to Spengler we are, of 
course, crossing the narrow divide between 
the historian and the philosopher. And it is 
from the writings of a little known philo- 
sopher who died over two hundred years 
ago, the Italian Giambattista Vico, that we 
can obtain one of the best understandings 
of the relevance of history. Perhaps that is 
why he is so little known. 

Vico stated that the true understanding 
of history is always genetic, and in the case 
of men and their works always historical, not 
timeless and not analytic. 

For those of us who wonder why we are 
on this earth — what is our purpose, Vico 
answers: “If I can explain my own conduct 
in terms of purpose — in terms of hopes, 
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fears, wishes, decisions . . . then I can do 
this also in the case of others, for in the very 
process of communication | assume them to 
be creatures like myself; and if I can do this 
for the present, I can do it also for my own 
past, through memory and imaginative re- 
creation, and do it also for those with whom 
I. am linked, my family, my tribe, my class, 
my profession, my nation, my church, my 
civilisation.” 

Vico’s ambition was to create a truly 
new science based on an examination of what 
men have made, been, done, suffered, from 
the viewpoint of a participant rather than a 
detached observer. This difficult task of 
entering into the minds of men remote from 
one’s own society in space or time could be 
achieved by letting their works speak directly 
to one, by seeking to understand how they 
saw the world and what they wanted to do 
in it. 

It is because as Nationalists we have an 
awareness of our direct links with the men of 
our race of the past and also the future that, 
even if we do it unconsciously, we try to 
carry out Vico’s suggestion by an interest 
not only in our ancestors’ thoughts — and as 
children we read of these in fairy tales and 
folk-lore stories — but also in the architecture 
of the past. Thus for many of us Durham 
cathedral, Warwick castle or a Suffolk village 
can speak more directly to us than the words 
of the Magna Carta or even of Henry V (as 
attributed to him by Shakespeare) to the 
English bowmen on the eve of Agincourt. 

The same sense of communication, of 
participation, is rarely felt by Europeans 
when admiring, for example, the geometrical 
splendour of the Pyramids or the beauty of 
the Taj Mahal. They are part of history, 
but not our history: not part of our race 
soul. 

To become aware of our heritage and to 
develop an innate desire to preserve it from 
destruction by assimilation with alien cul- 
tures is therefore one result of searching for 
the meaning of history. 

For this reason, the internationalist forces 
of one-world, one-race, have now added the 
study of history to their long list of studies, 
whether the arts or scientific studies such as 
genetics and anthropology, which are to be 
twisted by double-talk and double-think in 
order to obscure all true values and meaning. 
The result is a most subtle and insidious 
form of brainwashing, aimed to make free- 
thinking impossible, that can be seen in 
action in the schools — particularly BBC 
programmes for the schools — and has 
recently come to a head in the universities. 

It is this desire to prevent our youth 
finding the true meaning of history that lies 
behind last month’s narrowly defeated at- 
tempt to remove the study of history prior 
to the nineteenth century from the tripos 
history examinations at Oxford. The inter- 
nationalist mind-manipulators failed on this 
occasion, but thev will bide their time until 
the intellectual manure heap of our university: 
life has rotted that much more, and try again. 
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PUTS BRITAIN FIRST 

Find out more about Britain's new party. 
Complete this coupon and send to: 


The Secretary, National Front, 92 Fleet 
Street, London E.C.4. 
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BUY BULK! 


Help to spread Spearhead by buying 
supplies for bulk distribution at special 
wholesale rate of 8d. per copy for all 
quantities of 50 or over. 


SPECIAL RATES FOR 
BACK ISSUES 


Over the past months we have 
accumulated large numbers of back 
numbers which we are now anxious to 
get off our hands. We are offering 
these at the specially reduced rate of 
6d. per copy for all quantities of 50 
or over. 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British 
Views-Letter 
Edited by A. K. Chesterton 
Which supports the 


NATIONAL FRONT 


Published by the Candour Publishing Co., 
92 Fleet Street, London, E.C.4. 


“The New Unhappy Lords’’ 


An exposure of power politics 
By A. K. CHESTERTON 


Cloth-Bound Edition 28/- 
Paper-back Edition 12/- 
THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS is a 
must for the bookshelf of any student 
of modern politics. It represents the 
most lucid and startling of all comm- 
entaries on the methods of subversion 
being used to undermine Britain and 

European Civilisation. 


(obtainable from Nationalist Books) 


NATIONALIST 
BOOK CENTRE 


710 Birkbeck Hill London SE21 
Send for our free catalogue now 
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